DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE  LANDS 


(406)  444-2074 


lCICOT,  GOVERNOR 


STATE  OF  MONTANA 


1625  ELEVENTH  AVENUE 
HELENA,  MONTANA  59620-1601 


P.O.  BOX  201601 


March  2,  1993 


Dear  Reader: 

Enclosed  for  your  review  is  an  Environmental  Assessment  (EA) 
prepared  by  the  Department  of  State  Lands   (DSL) .     The  EA 
evaluates  a  proposal  by  Paul  Kurth  Mining  Company  to  begin  placer 
mining  on  Grasshopper  Creek  near  Bannock,  Montana.     The  placer, 
known  as  the  Bon  Accord  Mine,   is  located  in  an  area  previously 
disturbed  by  placer  mining  activity. 

Public  comment  on  this  EA  will  be  received  by  the  DSL  until  5:00 
p.m.,  March  16,    1994.     Comments  should  be  about  the  following: 
adequacy  of  the  EA  in  addressing  issues,   new  information  that  may 
influence  the  analysis,   and  clarification.     The  DSL  will  use 
these  comments,   staff  responses,   the  EA,   and  the  application  to 
make  a  final  decision  on  the  permit.     The  decision  may  be  to 
approve  the  proposal  as  submitted  or  deny  the  proposal. 

Comments  will  be  accepted  by  phone   (406)   444-2074  or  by  written 
comments  directed  to: 

Bob  Winegar 

Montana  Department  of  State  Lands 
P.O.   Box  201601 
Helena,  MT  59601 


Sincerely, 


Robert  C.  Winegar 
Program  Supervisor 
Hard  Rock  Bureau 
Reclamation  Division 
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CHECKLIST  EA 


I 


CHECKLIST  ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT 

Company  Name:   Paul  Kurth  Mining  Company   (PKM)   Project:   Bon  Accord  Mine  

Operating  Plan  #:  New  

Type  and  Purpose  of  Action: The  Bon  Accord  mine  is  a  placer  gold  mining  operation  covering 

approximately  18  acres.  Five  panels  averaging  0.6  acres  will  be  stripped  of  topsoil  and 

overburden.  A  pay  zone  approximately  10  feet  thick  will  then  be  processed  through  a  wash 

plant  at  a  rate  of  60-80  CY\hr.  The  pay  gravels  will  be  dozed  and  trammed  to  the  wash 

plant . 

Reclamation  Plan:All  disturbed  areas  will  be  restored,  and  drainages  will  be  restored  to 
functional  channels.     All  pit  slopes  will  be  cut  to  an  approximate  3H:1V  configuration  and 
reseeded.     Salvagable  topsoil  will  be  stockpiled.     Gravel  piles  from  the  wash  plant  will 
be  resloped,   capped  with  soil,   and  reseeded.     The  lower  pond  area  will  be  sloped  toward 
Grasshopper  Creek  and  reseeded.     The  RLTCO  pit  will  be  resloped  and  reseeded.     Roads  will 
be  scarified,  capped  with  soil   (if  needed),   and  reseeded.  

Location:  Eh,SW^  &  SE^WH  of  Section  15,   T8S,   R11W     25  miles  SW  of  Dillon,  MT  

County:  Beaverhead  


N  =  Not  present  or  No  Impact  will  occur. 

Y  =  Impacts  may  occur  (explain  under  Potential  Impacts) . 


IMPACTS  ON  THE  PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 

RESOURCE 

[Y/N]  POTENTIAL  IMPACTS  AND  MITIGATION  MEASURES 

— 

1.    GEOLOGY  AND  SOIL  QUALITY,  STABILITY 
AND  MOISTURE:  Are  fragile,  compatible  or 

iiiisf-ihln  MiiK  nrt-^t-nf  *    Arc  there  iiiin^nil  ppnliiPif 

features?  Are  there  special  reclamation  consider- 
ations? 

[N] 

2.    WATER  QUALITY,  QUANTITY  AND  DISTRI- 
BUTION: Are  important  surface  or  groundwater 
resources  present?  Is  there  potential  for  violation 
of  ambient  water  quality  standards,  drinking  wa- 
ter maximum  contaminant  levels,  or  degradatiou 
of  water  quality? 

fNl 

3.    AIR  QUALITY:  Will  pollutants  or  particulate  be 
produced?  Is  the  project  influenced  by  air  quality 
regulations  or  zones  (Class  I  airshed)? 

[N]   Some  fugitive  dust  will  be  produced  during  mate- 
rials handling,  but  no  significant  impact  will  oc- 
cur . 

4.    VEGETATION  COVER,  QUANTITY  AND  QUA- 
LITY: Will  vegetative  communities  be  significant- 
ly impacted?  Are  any  rare  plants  or  cover  types 
present? 

[N]   Vegetation  will  not  be  impacted  because  all  ar- 
eas proposed  for  mining  have  been  disturbed  by  pre- 
vious mining  activities . 

5.    TERRESTRIAL,  AVIAN  AND  AQUATIC  LIFE 
AND  HABITATS:  Is  there  substantial  use  of  the 
area  by  important  wildlife,  birds  or  fish? 

[N]  The  surrounding  area  is  habitat  for  deer,  elk, 
and  antelope,  but  the  mining  activity  will  not  im- 
pact on  wildlife.      If  necessary,   a  fence  could  be 
constructed  around  the  mine  site.  There  are  fish  in 
Grasshopper  Creek,  but  mining  activity  will  take 
place  100  feet  above  the  stream.  No  direct  discharge 
of  water  or  sediments  into  Grasshopper  Creek  will 
occur. 

6.    UNIQUE,  ENDANGERED,  FRAGILE  OR  LIM- 
ITED ENVIRONMENTAL  RESOURCES:  Are 
any  federally  listed  threatened  or  endangered  spe- 
cies or  identified  habitat  present?  Any  wetlands? 
Species  of  special  concern? 

[N]   The  mine  is  located  on  a  bench  above  Grasshopper 
Creek,   but  will  have  no  significant  impact  on  the 
riparian  habitat. 

7.    HISTORICAL  AND  ARCHAEOLOGICAL 
SITES:  Are  any  historical,  archaeological  or 
paleontological  resources  present? 

[N] 
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8.    AESTHETICS:  Is  the  project  on  a  prominent 
topographic  feature?  Will  it  be  visible  from  popu- 
lated or  scenic  areas?  Will  there  be  excessive 
noise  or  light? 

[N] 

9.    DEMANDS  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL  RESOURC- 
ES OF  LAND,  WATER,  AIR  OR  ENERGY:  Will 
me  project  use  resources  mat  are  limited  in  the 
area?  Are  there  other  activities  nearby  that  will 
affect  the  project? 

[N] 

10.   IMPACTS  ON  OTHER  ENVIRONMENTAL 
RESOURCES:  Are  there  other  studies,  plans  or 
projects  on  this  tract? 

[N] 

IMPAC' 

CS  ON  THE  HUMAN  POPULATION 

RESOURCE 

[Y/N]   POTENTIAL  IMPACTS  AND  MITIGATION  MEASURES 

11.    HUMAN  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY:  Will  this 
project  add  to  health  and  safety  risks  in  the  area? 

[N] 

12.   INDUSTRIAL,  COMMERCIAL  AND  AGRICUL- 
TURAL ACTIVITIES  AND  PRODUCTION:  Will 
the  project  add  to  or  alter  these  activities? 

[N] 

13.   QUANTITY  AND  DISTRIBUTION  OF 

EMPLOYMENT:  Will  the  project  create,  move 
or  eliminate  jobs?  If  so,  estimated  number. 

[Y]   The  project  will  employ  6  people  on  a  seasonal 
basis. 

14.   LOCAL  AND  STATE  TAX  BASE  AND  TAX 

REVENUES:  Will  the  project  create  or  eliminate 
tax  revenue? 

[Y]  Tax  revenue  will  be  increased  in  a  small  way. 

15.   DEMAND  FOR  GOVERNMENT  SERVICES: 

Will  substantial  traffic  be  added  to  existing  roads? 
Will  other  services  (fire  protection,  police,  schools, 
etc)  be  needed? 

[N] 

16.   LOCALLY  ADOPTED  ENVIRONMENTAL 

PLANS  AND  GOALS:  Are  there  State.  County, 
City,  USFS,  BLM,  Tribal,  etc.  zoning  or  manage- 
ment plans  in  effect? 

[N] 

17.   ACCESS  TO  AND  QUALITY  OF  RECREATION- 
AL AND  WILDERNESS  ACTIVITIES:  Are 
wilderness  or  recreational  areas  nearby  or  ac- 
cessed through  this  tract?  Is  there  recreational 
potential  within  the  tract? 

[N] 

18.   DENSITY  AND  DISTRIBUTION  OF 

POPULATION  AND  HOUSING:  Will  the  project 
add  to  the  population  and  require  additional  hous- 
ing? 

[N] 

19.   SOCIAL  STRUCTURES  AND  MORES:  Is  some 
disruption  of  native  or  traditional  lifestyles  or 
communities  possible? 

[N] 

20.    CULTURAL  UNIQUENESS  AND  DIVERSITY: 
Will  the  action  cause  a  shift  in  some  unique  quali- 
ty of  the  area? 

[N] 

21.   OTHER  APPROPRIATE  SOCIAL  AND  ECO- 
NOMIC CIRCUMSTANCES: 

[N] 
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22.  Alternatives  Considered; 

No  Action:     Do  not  permit.     Original  permit   (#00131)  obtained  by  Robert  Towner  to  placer 
mine  is  applicable.     Bond  would  be  recalculated. 

Approval:  A  new  operating  Permit  would  be  issued  for  Paul  Kurth  Mining  Company.  Permit 
application  includes  new  operating  and  reclamation  plans  involving  the  same  area.  A  new 
bond  would  be  calculated. 

23.  Public  Involvement; 

Public  notice  of  permit  application  by  PKM  was  published  in  the  Dillon  Tribune-Examiner  on 
March  17,    1993.     No  public  comment  has  been  received. 

24.  Other  Governmental  Agencies  with  Jurisdiction; 

Montana  Department  of  Health  and  Environmental  Science,  Water  Quality  Bureau;  United 
States  Department  of  Interior,   Bureau  of  Land  Management,   Headwaters  Resource  Area 

25.  Magnitude  and  Significance  of  Potential  Impacts; 

No  significant  impacts  are  anticipated  at  this  level  of  disturbance. 

26.  Cumulative  Effects; 

There  are  small  placer  mines  within  2  miles  both  upstream  and  downstream  of  the  Bon  Accord 
that  have  operated  within  the  last  several  years.     The  cumulative  effects  are  defined  by 
topographic  changes  and  disturbances  to  the  vegetatative  communities.     These  cumulative 
effects  do  not  significantly  impact  the  physical  environment. 


Recommendation  for  Further  Environmental  Analysis: 

[      ]  EIS  [      ]  More  Detailed  EA  [X]   No  Further  Analysis 


EA  Checklist  Prepared  By:     Steve  Monninger 

Name 


Mining  Engineer 


Title 


Approved  By:     Robert  C.  Winegar 

Name 


Acting  Bureau  Chief 


Title 


m^U  L  tli± 


Date" 


Signature 


